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1. This written opinion is the flrst 

2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

I £xj Basis of the opinion 
II Priority 

III | | Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, 

IV j~J Lack of unity of invention 

V | Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, 
' ' citations and explanations supporting such statement 



_ (first, etc.) drawn by this International Preliminary Examining Authority. 



step or industrial applicability 
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For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4. 

For the examiner's obligation to consider amendments and/or arguments, see Rule 66.4 bis. 
For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 
s filed, the international preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 
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Basis of the opinion 

1. With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
fx") the international application as originally filed 
the description: 



pages _ 
pages _ 



, as originally filed 

, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of 



fx] the claims: 



_ , as amended (together 



vith any statement) under Article 1 9 
, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of 



|"x] the drawings: 



pages _ 



NONE 



, as originally filed 

, filed with the demand 



fx] the sequence listing part of the description: 
pages NONE 



, filed with the letter of _ 



NONE 



NONE 



, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of _ 



2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language in which 
the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is: 

I | the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 
| | the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

| | the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 and/ 
or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the written opinion was 
drawn on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application in printed form. 

| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

| [ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

| | furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international application as filed has been furnished. 

| I The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the writen sequence listing has 
1 — 1 been furnished. 

4 jjc] The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

CU the description, pages N0I> ' E 

[H the claims, Nos. NONE 

[x] the drawings, sheetsfftg NONE 



5. This opinion has been drawn as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to g 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a) (ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. statement 

Novelty (N) Claims ±±5 YES 

Claims NONE NO 

Inventive Step (IS) Claims 2, 7- is and 30-33 YES 

Claims 1, 3-6,19-29 and 34-35 NO 

Industrial Applicability (IA) Claims _±** [ YES 

Claims NONE NO 



2. citations and explanations 

1 . Claim(s) 2, 7-18 and 30-33 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33{2)-(4). 

2. Claim(s) 1, 3-6, 19-29 and 34-35 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being 
obvious over Sokol et al. in view of Checovich et al.(1995). 

Sokol et al. teach a method of detecting intracellular binding interactions which 
comprises all of the limitations recited in Claim 1 except these authors do not teach measuring the 
amount of binding between the first and second copmponents weithin the cell by measuring polarized 
fluorescence emitted from within the biological cell. However, Checovich et al. do teach using 
fluorescence polarization as well as the advantages of fluorescence polarization analysis over other 
methods of analysis. Therefore, absent an unexpected result it would have been prima fec/eobvious 
at the time of the invention to use polarized fluorescence in the method of Sokol et al. in order to gain 
the advantages described by Checovich et al. Furthermore, absent an unexpected result, the 
substitution of one known method of analysis with known properties for a second well known method 
of analysis with known properties and advantages is routine in the art. As regards the motivation to 
make the substitution recited above, the motivation to combine arises from the expectation that the 
prior art elements will perform their expected functions to achieve their expected results when 
combined for their common known purpose. 



3. Claim(s) 1-33 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4). 



NEW CITATIONS 



SOKOL et al. Real time detection of DNA-RNA hybridization in living 
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Preliminary Examination Report. 
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